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RE MA R K S upon 4 Book, 
entituled, A Philoſophical In- 


quiry concerning Humane 


O 


n % 


JI INCE the greater part of the fore- 


4 Philoſophical Inquiry concerning Hu- 
man Liberty : In which the Author 


there neither 7s, nor can be, any Liberty in 
Human Actions. The Arguments he offers, 
have (I think) been already in great mea- 
lure obviated in the fore-going Papers. Yet 
becauſe ſome of them ſeem to be placed in 
ſuch a Light, as may poſſibly deceive un- 
wary Perſons, whoſe Thoughts have not been 
much converſant upon ſo nice à Subject; 
thought it not improper, upon this Occa- 


might be ſufficient to lay open to an intel- 


1 In 


going Papers were printed off, there 
has been publiſhed a Book entituled, 


propoſes Six diſtin& Arguments, to prove that 


fon, - to ſet down ſuch Brief Remarks, as 


ligent Reader the Fallacy of the whole 
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In the Firft place, I obſerve ; the Author 
lays great-ſtreſs upon the neceſſity of Mens 
forming to themſelves clear Ideas, and 

_  Expreſling thoſe Ideas in clear Words, 

* Pag. 2. There is No Queſtion (ſays * he) in the 

„whole compaſs of Speculation, of which 

Alen baue written more obſcurely, and of 

e which it is thought more impoſſible to diſ. 

e courſe clearly, and concerning which Men 

« more expect and pardon obſcure Niſcourſe, 

* than upon the Subjects of Liberty and Ne- 

ce ceſſity But this common Obſervation, (lays 

« he,) is ho:h a common and. a learned Er- 

rour. For, whoever, employs his Thoughts 

© about — any Subject, ought to have ſome 

e Ideas to be the Object of bis Thoughts :-— 

For where Ideas fail us in any matter, our 

* Thoughts muſt, alſa fail us: And tis 

gain, whenever we bave Ideas, we are 1- 

le to communicate them to. Others by 

TY * Words.-—When any Writer ſpeaks obſcure- 

Ta. 8: „ Iy-—why did he write. before he bad a 

Meaning, or before he was able to expreſs 

< to. Others what he meant? Is it not un. 

gardonalle, for a Man to cant, who pre- 

tende to Teach“? All This, is very well 

ſaid. Let us naw. ſee, how the. Author 
Himſelf has obſerved his own Rules. 

IT be Queſtion he undertakes to determine, 

* Peg.11; is * Thus ſtated by him; Whether, Man be 

Tote, Free, or Neceſſary Agent, And he 1 5 
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that All allow Mad Men, and Children, aud 


5 Actions, are plainly ** Acfions that are v Pio. 
; Neceſſary; that there can be no diſpute, but bs whe 
Perception is a + Neceſſary. Aion of un: M5, 3 
Fend that Cauſes act on * Neceſſa r 
to whom they are necelliry — ti es-0 Me 
nn. Now here I defire to know, . what 
„lea the word Agent or Action carries along 
- vith it, when joined with Neceſſary. | Vul- 
's Wl garly indeed, in looſe, figurative, and impro- 
per Speech, we call Clocks and WW, atches, Ne- 
i Wreſory Agents. But in truth and ſtrietneſs 
of ſpeaking, (which ought always to be care- 
fully preſerved in Philoſophical Debates,) 
2 \ Neceſſary Agent or Neceſſary Ackion is a 
ContradiFion in Terms. For whatever ace 
Neceſſarily, does not indeed ad at al, but is 
only 2Fed upon; is not at all an Agent, but 
mere Patient; does not move, but is moved 
only. Clocks and Watches, are in no Senſe 
gente; neither is their Motion, in any 


un. enle, an Action. Nor is it merely, “ for pref. p. 3. 
pre- want of Senſation and Intelligence, that 
vel Clocks and Watches are ſubject to an ab- 


q lalute, Phyſical, and Mechanical Neceſ- 
* lity”,  - For the Pulſation of the Heart, 

Dough zue with Senſation, is yet as ne- 
eſary'a Motion, as that of a Clock; and 
he One is nomore an AFion of the Man, 
lan the other is of the Clock. Nor would 
balance indued with Senſation and Intelli. 

| A 2 à 3 gence, 


dent, that Men are + Neceſſary Agents; f Pag 51. 


Beaſts, to be“ neceſſary Agents ; that ſome ae > 46. 835 


- - 
a _ - 
wp 4 — = 
—_— : = - Ju — 
— ut — -- ” _—_ dex — 
— — — = 


— = > - 
* * — — C — 
— — m_— as ht — 
Os 2 ITT 3 — — 
— . 5 ok * _—_ 2 4 P % 4 ” -_- 


4 
1 | — 
m—_—_ = 


But the Terms are contradiftory to each o- 


ence, be an an 4 by more an Ant when it Felt elt 
itſelf move the Weights, than it is 
Now an Agent 5 Perception. A ne. 
celſar Agent therefore, Tfay , whether with 
or without Senſation, is 4 Agent at all: 


ther. To be an Agent, ſignifies, to have 
1" Power of beginning Motion : And Motion 
cannot begin neceſſarily; becauſe Neceſſi 
Morton, ſuppofes an Efficiency Superiour 
And ittefiſtible by, tlie thing moved ; and 
Hſ quently the "Beginning of the Metion 
carr | be in that which is moved neceſſi- 
rily, but in the ſuperiour Cauſe, or in the 


11 
ci ency of ſome Other Cauſe till ſupe- 


E 
riour to That, till at length we arrive at 
fome Bee Agent. Which Free Agent, ma 
either (which is the caſe of Men,) have 7e 
ceived the Power of beginning Motion, from 
the Vi of a Superiour Free Agent: : Ot 
(whidhis' the cafe of God Almighty,) he 
my be Himſelf neceſſarily exiſtent, neceſſa 
ih all-knowing ,” neceſſarily' all-power ful 
| becauſe Exiſtence, Knowledge, Power, and th 
like, are not Actions; But he cannot be 
Fee Agent, without an expreſs contr 
dition in the very Terms. All Power « 
Ang, eſſentially implies at the ſame ti 
a Power of not acting: Otherwiſe *tis ni 
Acting, but barely a being afted upon by Th 
Power (whatever it be) which Cauſes the Ac 
ion. When therefore this Author talks 
much of e e and Sy 

ction 
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ABions ; may not his own Queſtion be very 
reaſonably put to him, Why did be write pot. 8. 
before be had a Meaning, br before he was 
able to expreſs to Others what he meant ? 

* Is it not unpardonable for a Man to Cant, 

* who pretends to Teach” Or if (as ſeems 
moſt probable,) his real Meaning is, that Man 
is not an Agent at all; his Queſtion ſtill re- 
turns, Why did be write, before be was Willing 
to expreſs to Others what he meant 2 
Again: Does the Author really think 
that he expreſſes clear Ideas in clear Words, 
when he conſtantly con founds Per ceptio:: 
(wherein the Mind is entirely. paſ/wve,) with 
Action itſelf? And by the word, Wil, 
without Any Diſtinction, means ſometimes 
the Laſt Perception of the Underſtanding , 
which is entirely paſſrve ; and ſometimes 
the Fir ſt exertion of the Self-moving Faculty, 
which again is A&#ion 2 Thus he tells us, 
(Page 31,) © There can be no Diſpute, but 
perception of Ideas is a neceſſary Actioſ 

* of Han: And yet, without all diſpute, 
Perception of Ideas is No Action at all. Page 
33, © 4 Second Action of Man, is judging of 
* Propoſitions : As if ſeeing a thing to be 
true or falſe, was an Aion, or had any 
thing to do with the Will. Page 65, The 
Phyſical power of doing, what à wiſe Man 
will certainly chuſe not to do; or of forbear- 


ing to do, what yet a wiſe Man will not 


falk to do; is compared with being“ Able 
to refuſe our Aſſent to what is evidently 
—_ Aaa 4 Ne 
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True to us? Which (as before,) is not 


an AFion, but a Perception. Page 78, 79, 


81 and 82, By the ſame. abſurd Confound. 
ing of what is Active with what is Paſſive, 
it is alleged, that, if Man was indued with 
Liberty of Action, he would not be neceſſa. 
rily determined to Aſſent to Truth only ;” he 
would not be neceſſarily determined in bis 
Aſſent, by what ſeems a reaſon to him; he 
would “ be indifferent to Propoſitions, not. 
withſtandingany reaſon for them; he might 
rejedt what appears True to him, and aſſent 
* to what ſeems abſurd to him; he would 
mo an A gh ig to receive. Truth,” 
he would be capable of Fudging contrar 
eto his Reaſon; 3 % Got be 2 
© ceſſarily determined by the greateſt Evi. 
'<. dence, to aſſent to Truth.“ From page 36 
to 57, the words Willing and Preferring, 
are continually made uſe of in the moſt 
confuſed manner, to denote equally, and 
without Any Diſtinction, both the Laf? Per 
ception ot fudg ment of the Underſtanding 
which is entirely Paſſive, and alſo the 
Firſt Exertion of the Self moving Power which 
is eflentially AFive. Theſe Tuo Things, 
I ſay, the Author conſtantly confounds to- 
gcther; as One Individual, by the ambiguous 
uſe of the words Willing and Preferring. 
Arguing, that becauſe Willing and Prefer- 
ring, ſo far as thoſe Words ſignify the 14ſt 
ny 4" or Approbation of the Underſtanding, 
are Paſſive and Neceſſary; there fore Wil. 


551 5 


g and Preferring, when the ſame Words 


„imply the f/ Exertion , the Self moving 
1. Power, which is eſſentially Active, are ne- 
e, -ceffary alſo: And becauſe, when il ſigni- 
hes the actual exertion of tbe Self-moving 
4. Power, a Man then indeed muſt neceſſarily 
1c do that which he Mills, (becauſe it is not 
"i Wl poſſible that a Man ſhiould nor do a thing, 
he when he is ſuppoſed to do it;) therefore, 
or. ¶ when the fame word [Vi] ſignifies nothing 
ht more than the laf? Approbation of the Under- 


nt WM fanding, it ſhall fill be true that a Man 
110 Ml muſt Neceſſarily do (uſing the word Neceſa- 
„h in the Phyſical and proper Senſe) what 
ary his Underflanding approves. Than which 
ne- Wl Conſequence, nothing can be more weak. 
vi- For though the Self-moving Power, (which, 
36 Wit it is not Free,is-a contradiction in Terms, ) 
ng, Nis an adequate Cauſe of Action; yet Under- 
it ¶ fanding or Judgment or Aſſent or Approba- 
and tion or Liking, or whatever Name you pleaſe 
Per Neo call it by, can no more poſſibly be the 


ling Mefficient Cauſe of Action, than Reſt can be the 


the Ncauſe of Motion. Nothing can poſſibly be 
nich Iche Cauſe of an Efect more conſiderable than 


n 25, Witſelf. Nothing that is paſſive, can poſſibly be 


to- Ihe Cauſe of any thing that is A&ive, An oc- 


10Us aon indeed, it may be; and Action may be 
ing. Wonſequent (tho' without any Phyſical connexi- 


n,) upon Perception or udgment; nay, it 
| 3 (if you pleaſe) be ſuppoſed to be 
LV ATS conſequent upon it, and yet that 
t the ſame time there be no manner of Phy- 

1 1 fecal 
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of God, but his Active Power is the alone 


Pag. 9. 


ag. II, | 


Þ 48+. 32. 


pag. 87. 


ons, can be the phyſical, neceſſary, and efficien 


ALWATS con equent upon His making it: 
Let there is no connexion between them, as be- 


& qual, treat of any Subjects further than they 


© being determined by the CAU SES preced- 


he does, and not poſſibly to do- any other”? of 


tion, which is No Action at all, being © th! 


| frame, how Pleaſure br Pain, which are mer 


0 10 1 
1 or e connexion between thaw. For 
inſtance : God's perfarming his Promiſe, is 


tween Cauſe and Effect: For, not the Promiſ: 


Ph cal or efficient Cauſe of the Performance, 
9 W ben Authors, who in other reſpects are e- 


have clear and diſtinct Ideas ;, they do and 
« cannot but write to as little pur oſe, and 
« rake as abſurd pars, 8s the ml ignorant 
« Authors de.” 
Again: What is devs of clear and di. and 
inet Ideas; when we are told of Actions 


« * ing = Action? = Man's being Ever un 

* avoidably determined in every point of tine 
* by the Circumſtances be is in, and the 
* CAUSES bets under, to do chet one thing 


This feſt neceſſary Action, | viz. Percep 


% Foundation and C AUSE of all the otbe 
_ intelligent Actions of Man 2 and, of © Ple 

“ ſure and Pain being CAUSES to determin 
«< Mens Wills.” For, what Idea can any Ma 


paſſe e Perceptions; or how Reaſons, Motive 
and Arguments, which are mere ab ſtract Noli 


Cauſe of Afion 2 May not an ab ſtract Noi Whi, 
en as well Nane 4 Bal, as be the N Idea 
au 


1 * 


di- 
10 
ced- 
y un 
time 
| the 
thing 
29 of 
2rcep 
&« thy 


ot hel 


Plea 


ymin. 


Ma 


mer 
ſot i vt 
Noti 


Fic ien 


Nool 


ffioie 
Cau 


E oo LS 
Cauſe of Motion in a Man's Body ? Occaſions 
indeed" they may be, and are, upon which 
That Subſtance in Man, wherein the Self- 
moving Principle reſides, freely exerts its Ac- 
tive Powsr. But tis the Self-moving Princi- 
ple, and not at all the | Reafon or Mative, 
which is the phy/ical or efficient CAUSE 
of Action. When we ſay, in vulgar Speech, 
that Motives or Reaſons DETERMINE 
a Man; tis nothing but a mere Figure or 
Metaphor. Tis the Man, that freely deter- 
mines himſelf to act. Reaſons, or Perceptions 
of the Underſtanding, can no more (properly 
and ſtrictly ſpeaking). determine an Action, 
than an abſtract Notion can be 2 Subſtance or 
Agent, can ſtrike or move a piece of Matter. 
Unleſs All that this Gentleman advances a- 
bout Reaſons and Motives and Perceptions of 


the Underſtanding, be mere * Cant; and his + pag. 8. 


true meaning be, that Man is indeed N 
Agent at all, but is moved neceſſarily and 
mechanically by mere Impulſes of ſubtle Mat- 
ter. And then the Queſtion will ſtill for 
ever return upon him, about the Original 
Cauſe of Motion; Which muſt either finally 
be reſolved into a Firſt Mover, in whom 
conſequently there is Liberty of Action; or 
elſe into an infinite and eternal Chain of Ef- 
feets without Any Cauſe at all: Which is an 
expreſs contradiction, except Motion could 
be neceſſarily-exiſtent in its own” Nature; 
Which that it is not, is evident, becauſe the 
Idea of Re/t is no contradiction ; and alſo 5 
20 caule 
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to, any Motives or Reaſons of Action what- 


All Actions alike. Thus page 66, an © In. 


is reprelented as an ““ arbitrary + 


cauſe there being no Motion without a par. 
ticular Determination one certain way, and 
no one Determination being in nature more 
neceſſory than anotber, an eſſential and ne- 


ceſſary Tendency to Motion in all Determina- 
tions equally, could never have produced any 
Motion at all. 

_ Laſtly: By what clear and diſtinct Ideas 
can any Man perceive, that an Indifferen- 
cy as to Power, (that is, an equal Phyſical 
Power either of acting or of forbearing t 
at; ) and an Indifferency as to Inclination, 
(that is, an equal Approbation or Liking of 
one Thing or of the contrary;) is One and 
the 2 Thing? And yet theſe Two, are 
eonſtantly © confounded through the whole 
Book: The Author always ſuppoſing, that 
if a Man is not determined as neceſſarily and 
irreſiſtibly, as a Weight determines the Moti- 
on of a Balance; then he can in no Degree 
be influenced by, nor can have any Regard 


foever, but muſt be total indifferent to 


V differency to good and evil” is put as e- 
quivalent to a PG ! Poſſibility of doing 


what appears: leaſt eligible; And a Phyſical 
Poſſibility of doing what appears leaſt eligi- 


7 


gible, is repreſented as a Neceſſity of doing 


what appears leaſt eligible; like“ Infants 
« that cannot walk, left to go alone, with 
« Liberty to fall”. -' Page 72, 73, Liberty 
aculty, to 

chu 


argue 
[that 
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«chuſe without Regard to the Qualities of 
« ObjeFs ; indifferent to all Objects, and 
« (wayed by no Motives in the Choice of 
re Objects”. Page 79, 80, © Indifferent to 
„ ny Objes, notwithſtanding they ſeemed 
1. MW 299d: —— Indifference to Pleaſure and 
Pain, that is, Liberty to refuſe the firſt, 
and chuſe the laſt”. Page 87, 88, Tis 
wued, that © were Pain, as ſuch, eligible,” 
[that is, POSSIBLE to be choſen, ſo the 
Word muſt be underſtood in this Place; ] 
and Pleaſure, as ſuch, avoidable; Rewards 
and Puniſhments could be NO MOTIVES 
to 4 Man”, That unleſs © Pleaſure and 
Pain have a NECESSARY Effect on Men, 
and it be IMPOSSIBLE for Men not, &c. 
f what USE would be the Proſpedt of 
* Rewards — or Puniſhments” ? And, © if 
— all Men COULD prefer or will nil. 
* ment conſidered as Pain, and rejeF Re- 
wards conſidered as Pleaſure, Men would 
ard be under NO RESRAINT ”. Page 89, 
hat-Wo, It is ſuppoſed to follow, if Man be not 
to] Neceſſary Agent, that then he is not at all 
In. affected with Pleaſure and Pain“, but is 
\s e- indifferent to Pleaſure and Pain” , and 
ling N equally indifferent to Morality and Immo- 


cal rait“. The ſame abſurd Suppoſition, 
-ligi-þ repeated again, page 96. And page 99, 
loing is alleged, that“ zo repreſent Reaſons ro 
ant: ¶ Men, — would be of no Uſe, if Men had 


with Free-Wills, or their Wills were not moved 
berty y them”, As if nothing could poſſi- 


bl 


uy be of any. Weig 9 or A Uſe with 
Men, that did not Nece /ſitate them: And 
if a Perſon be not determined irreſi ſtibh, 
then he muſt be tatally indifferent to All 7: twee 
tions alike, and can have nd Regard to Mo. ++ 


tives or Reaſons of Action at all. Of which I Pots 
Conſequence, no Man can have a clear Idea; MW Effet 

till it has firſk been proved, that Self- Moving ain 

or Active Power, is inconſiſtent with having WW deas 

any e to Laie 2 e a F 

i Fi, Pow! 
hot upon, 

in os 10 les, 1 obſerve. t the T 
Author endeavours to impoſe upon his Re- Libe 

der 2 Falſe: Definition of Liberty. © I con- like 

*Pref 72. © tend, ſays * he, for Liberty; as it þ * g nie ity.” 
0 Power, in Man, to do as be wills off phica 
<< pleaſes”. And this, he. elſewhere ſtilcs ty at 

tee. 113, A. UN aluable Liberty. Now in this Defini- ner o 
| ++ ce, tion, beſides the ** of Bi ea. d Ambigu rativ 
Above, pag, ity of the Words, tolle or Pleaſes.; it ought cal 
8 «nd 9. carefully to be remarked; that the word, Do canne 
has no Signification. For his. Meaning i on t. 
not, that the Man as or does any Thing M city ; 

: But the Liberty, or Power in Man, to do 4 Perſo 

be wills or pleaſes, is, with Him, a and (with 

only the ſame, as 155 Liberty or Power in Is ea 
Balance would be, to move as it wills off Prom 
pleaſes, ſuppoſing, the. Balance indued with has g 

Tuch a Senſation. or. Intelligence, as enable Chara 

it to perceive which way the Weights turn him. 

ed it, and to approve. the Motion, ſo as . Nece/ 

fancy that it moved ſelf, when Feed | and ! 
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was.only moved by the Weights, That this 
is his real Meaning, appears: plainly from 


hence; that he makes the Difference be- 


tween a Man and a Clock, to conſiſt only in 


+ Senſation and Intelligence, not in any ff . 


Power of 7 5 Whereas indeed the whole“ 


Eſſence of Liberty, conſiſts in the Power of 
alling. Aion and Liberty, are identical I. 
deas: And the True DEFINITION of 
a Free-Being, is, One that is indued with a 
Power of acting as well as of being acted 
his Miſtake in the Notion of Phyſical 
Liberty and Neceſſity, led him alſo into the 
like Miſtake in his Notion of Moral Neceſ- 
ſity.” Moral Neceſſity, in true and Philoſo- 
phical Strictneſs, is not indeed any Neceſſi- 
iy at all; but *tis merely a figurative Man- 
ner f Speaking, which, like all Other fgu- 
rative Expreſſions, has nothing at all of Phy- 
fical Reality in it. When a Man ſays, he 
cannot - POSSIBLY be deceived in relying 
on the Word of a Perſon of known Vera- 
aty ; the Meaning 1s not, that That Other 
Perſon has no Power. to deceive him, or that 
(with Regard to the Phyſical AGion) it is not 
as eafie for That Perſon to depart from his 
Promiſe, as to keep it ; but that the Man 
has great Reaſon to depend on ſuch a Perſon's 
Character, that he ſhall not be deceived by 


and Philoſophically the ſame Thing: Only 


with 


” 
— 


him. But naw. this Author makes * Moral * Prey. 
Neceſſity and Phyſical Neceſſity to be exactly (* s. 
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0 Aty of doing, (only with this Circumſtance, 


Ret 1 | 
16 

3 0 L 8 N | — ; 3g < 1 : 

vith this Diſtinction, that PByfcal N. 
with this Diſtinction, that Phyſica! Neef 


fo in an Unintelligent Subject, is Phyſical 


ereſſity; but that the ſame Phy/ical Neceſſt. 


ty, in an Intelligent Subject, is only Moral 
We, When a Stone fills, or 3 Clock 


or Watch moves, it moves by a Phyſical Ne- 


 eefſity : But when a Man falls; or when 


he is determined to do Any Ackion, which 
he is exactly under the fame Phyſical Necef- 


that his Underſtanding approves or is pleaſe 


ed with it,) as he is of falling when he is 


* Pap 8. 


thrown down a Precipice; this (it ſeems) is 


Moral Neceſſity only. In which Matter, 
the Author is guilty of a double Abſurdity. 
Firft, in ſuppoſing Reaſons or Motives (un- 
lefs thoſe Terms be mere * Cant, ) to make 
the ſame neceſſary Iarpulſe upon Intelligent 


Rn I. as Matter in Motion does upon im- 


intelligent Subjecks; which is ſuppoſing 40. 


ffraf Notions to be Subſtances. And Se. 


condly, in endeavouring to impoſe it upon 
his Reader as a thing taken for granted, that 


Moral Neceſſity and Phyſficat Neceſſity do 
not differ intrinſically in their nn Nature, 


Ape 5.3. but nd Mei Regard to the F Sub jeò they 
oy are applied to: When on the contrary he 


well knows, that, by Moral Neceſſity, con- 
fiſtent Writers never mean any thing more, 


than to expreſs in a figurative Manner the 


. Certainty of ſuch an Event, as may in Rea- 
| fon be fully depended upon, though literal 
5 and in Philoſophical Striffneſs of Truth, 


there 


tere 
Thus 
hall 
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 WThus if God has 1 that the World 
ball continue another 


ay that the World cannot poſſibly come to 


o imagine, that God has not at this mo- 
nent the very ſame phyſical Power of deſtroy: 


2 f a 37H | 
F {Wis the World, as he will have at any time 
is ereafter. And therefore *tis with great un- 
is firneſs, that this Author, at the Concluſi- 


n of his Book, having cited from Dr Clarke 
| Paſſage wherein ſuch a feurative Expreſ- 
lon occurs, makes from thence the following 


ke Inference : © In this, ſays * he, Dy Clarke Pag. 1 
„t Plainly allows the Neceſſity for which I habe 

m. WW contended: For he aſſigns the ſame 

4. Cauſes of human Actions, that I have done; 

Se. and extends the Neceſſity of humane Ac- 

on I tions as far; when be aſſerts that a Man 

13t cannot, under thoſe Cauſes, poſhibly do the 

do the contrary to what be does.” Dr Clarke's 
ire, Words were theſe: A Man intirely free 
ey from all Pain of Body and Diſorder of 


he MW Mind, judges it unreaſonable for him to 
on- hurt or deſtroy himſelf; and, being un- 
we, der no temptation or external Violence, 
the he cannot poſſibly act contrary to this Judg- 


'ex- ment: Not becauſe he wants a natural ot 


ral- ME phyſical Power ſo to do, but becauſe it is 


b, abſurd and miſchi-vous and Morally impoſe. 


* 


ere IN ible, ——that with a perfect Knowledge of 


9 


ere be 0 Neceſſey at al of the Event. 


6 ear, tis a very na- 
tural and obvious Manner of Expreſſion, to 


m End This Year; and yet no reaſonable 
ferſon is by that Manner of ſpeaking led 
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« what is beſt, and without Any temptation 
« to evil, his Will ſhould determine itſe!f to 


« chooſe to act fooliſhly and unreaſonably” M - 44 

It Was reaſonable to expect, that theſe words whic 

.* Not becauſe be wants a Natural or Phy- is NC 

* fical Power ſo to do”, | had been ſuff. ppl; 

ciently explicatory of the foregoing ones mod; 

And yet This ingenious Writer has found ii that 

way to put an abſurd Interpretation evenMW That 

upon Theſe laſt Words alſo. © Asto an by tl 

« tural or phyſical Power in Man, ts cM ail 4 

+Pag 111.“ contrary to That judgment; this (ſays +) the 

Ei ſo far from being inconſiſtent with t the | 

“ Doctrine of Neceſſity, that — tis 4 Con ling, 

& ſequence of the Doctrine of Neceſlity Ml 1jenc 

„For if Man is neceſſarily determined H And 

« particular moral Cauſes, and cannot the prove 

&« poſſibly act contrary to what he does ſee | 

be muſt, under OPPOSITE non Age, 

© Cauſes, have a Power to do the contrar''W is 6 

That is to fay : A Man's having, under thꝗ rienc 

SAME moral Cauſes, (which is evidently th [;þ+ 

_ Senſe of Dr Clarke's words,) a Phyſical Pow the 

er to do the contray to what he does; en ſlang 

only his having, under the OPPOSITE mori ente 

Cauſes, a Phyſical Power to do the contra berrs 

ry to what he does 5 worſ7 

I mis being premiſed ; I proceed now briel — 

| ly to conſider the Six Arguments, by whit proo 

| the Author undertakes to prove, that Man i any 

: i (what by a plain contradiction in Terms | expe 

* calls) a Neceſſary Agent; and that there neiſ in ti 
* ther is, nor can be, any ſuch thing as * 


, / 


L 7 
His Firf Argument is: That Experience, l. 
which the Vulgar urge in Proof of Liberty, pg. 11,12, 
is not a Proof of it: That many celebrated 76. 14. 
Philoſophers and Theelogers, both antient and“ 
modern, have given Definitions of Liberty, 

that are conſiſtent with Fate or Neceſſity- 
That ſome Great Patrons of Liberty, do, pag. 19.— 
by their Conceſſions in this matter, deſtroy 3© 
all Arguments from Experience: That Ally, 312 
the Actions of Men may be ranked under é. 
the four Heads of Perception, Fudging, Wil- 
ling, and Doing as we will; and that Expe- 
rience does not prove Any of theſe to be Free: 
And laſtly, that Experience not only does not 5 
prove Liberty, but, on the contrary, Men may wg. 
ſee by Experience that they are Neceſſary 
Agents ;, Tis matter of Experience, that Man 

is ever Determined in his Willing; We expe- 
rience perfect Neceſſitity; and they who think 
Liberty a matter of” Experience, yet allow that 

the Will follows the Fudgment of the Under- 
ſtanding, and that, when two Objects are pre- 
ſented to a Man's Choice, one whereof appears 
better than the other, be cannot chooſe the 
worſt. | 

1. To the firſt part of This Argument, viz. 
that Experience, which the Vulgar urge in 
Proof of Liberty, is not a Proof of it: I 
anſwer ; that All our Actions do Now in 
experience Szem to us to be Free, exactly 

in the Same Manner, as they would do upon 

” IR EY on” 


95 L 20] 


ſuppoſition of our being really Free Agents: 


And conſequently, though This alone does 5 
not indeed amount to a ſtrict Demonſtrat ion in t/ 
of our beingFree ; yet it leaves on the other N ent 

_ fide of the Queſtion nothing but a bare Poli. ¶ ter 
bility of our being ſo framed by the Author Ito th 

of Nature, as to be unavoidably deceived in any 
this matter by every experience of every Ac- N what 
tion we perform. The caſe is exactly the 4. 
fame, as in that notable Queſtion, whether of 


the World exiſts or no. There is no Demon- Nor p. 

ſttration of it from Experience: There always W;; 25 

remains a bare Poſſibility, that the Supreme frove 

Being may have ſo framed my Mind, EE that Firſt, 

I ſhall always neceſſarily be deceived in eve- rot a 

ry one of my Perceptions as in a Dream, MWrc,,7 

tho* poſſibly there be No material World, ere 

nor any other Creature whatſoever, exiſting N Ari, 

beſides my Self. Of This, I ſay, there always Wh, 2 

remains a bare poſſibility : And yet no Man Mauthe 

in his Senſes argues from thence, that Expe- Nippear 

rience is no Proof to us of the Exiſtence of lhars F 

Things. ee . eel, O 

2. But many celebrated Philoſophers and Nion at 

1 5 hs Theolopers, both antient and modern, hav! therefc 
| I given Definitions of Liberty, that are conſi- Man. 
ſtent with Fate and Neeeſſity. I an{wer : hy f 

| Whether this be ſo, or no, is nothing to the han a: 

purpoſe. The true definition of Liberty, is, belong 

a Power to Ad; as I have juſt now ſhown, erly 1 

pag. 15. When ThisGentleman can ſhow, that Ie 2270 

Ack ion, or the Power of Acting, is conſiſtent Ir 7 

with Fare or Neceſſity; then he will gain Nin 

Ais Point. 3. But 


' 
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3. But further; Some of the greateſ? Pas 19,— 
Patrons of Liberty, do, by their Conceſſions *** 
in this matter, ſufficiently deſtroy all Argu- 
ments from Experience. | anſwer again: Whe-. 
ther This alſo be ſo, or no, is nothing ar all 
to the purpoſe. The Queſtion is not, what 
iny Man has or has not conceded , but 
what the Truth of the Caſe is. 11 
4. To the Allegation, Y all the Actions P31. — 
of Men may be ranked under the four Heads 57 
of Perception, Fudging, Willing, and Doing 
is we will; and that 2xperience does not 
trove Any of theſe to be Free : I anſwer: 
Firſt, As to the Perception of Idea s; this is 
not an Action at all, but a mere Paſſiue 
Faculty 5 And therefore all that the Author Pag-22, 
here advances about its being a Neceſſary 
Action, is an entire Abſurdity. Second!y, As,,.....,, 
to Judging of Propoſitions, that is, (as the 
Author here explains it,) aſſenting to what 
pears true, and diſſenting from what ap- 
pears falſe , This alſo, like feeling what we 
bel, or hearing what we hear, is not an Ac- 
Hon at all, but is merely paſſe; And is 
herefore abſurdly called, Another Action of 
Man. Attention indeed, or a Man's chigſing 
lo fix his Thoughts on one Subject rather 
an another, is an Action; and therefore 
delongs not to This Head, but comes pro- 
krly under the fourth Head, of Doing as 
ve will But Aenting to what appears True, 
Ir Diſſenting from what appears Falſe, are not 
10ns, Thirdly , As to Willing This bag. 36, 
| B bb 3 ee 


n [ 2 22 1 
Word (as 1 before obſerved) has a great Am- 
biguity in it, and ſignifies two diſtin& 
Things. Sometimes it fienifies the J ſ Per- 
ception or Approbation of the Underſtanding, 
and ſometimes the firſt Exertion of the Self- 
moving or Active Faculty. It can only be in 
the former Senſe of the Word, that this Au- 

pag. to. thor ſays, Willing or Preferring, is the 
0 ** ſame with Reſpect to Good and Evil, that 

&* Tuaging is with Reſpef to Truth or Falſnood: 
« It is JUDGING that one thing is upon the 
ce whole better than another, or not ſo had as 
« another. And it can only be in the lat. 
ter Senſe of the Word, that he lays, © Ibis 

N. 37-46 Power of the Man thus to order the Begin: 

ning or Forbearance, the Continuance or End. 

ing of any Action, is called the Will; and 

« the ACTUAL EX ERCISE thereof, il. 

e ling. Now theſe 7729 things, tho? ex- 

preſſed by the ſame Word, are yet very dif 

ferent things, and have no Similitude rhe 

one to the other. The one is entirely 5 

five, belonging to the Underſtanding only 

and has nothing to do with the Queſtion 3 

bout Liberty; The other is truly active, and 

therefore comes not under this Head, by 

under the following fourch Head of Doing 4 

we will. By confounding theſe two things t 

gether, the Author conſtantjy amuſes and per 

plexes his Reader: By diſtinguiſhing thel 

carefully, the Difficulties he propoſes, 3 

all eaſily removed. Thus, to that Queſtio 


745. 27. het ber We are at Libercy zo will, 
wy” a '66 I 


[23] 
engt to will ” The true Anſwer is; in 
the former Senſe of that Word, we are not 
at Liberty; in the latter Senſe of it, we 
are. To the Queſtion, © Whether we can pag. 38. 
“ ſuſpend Willing, or no; (in which, the | 
Learnedand Judicious Mr, Locke was indeed 
much perplexed :) the Anſwer is the ſame, 
that, in the Former Senſe of the Word Will. 
ing, we cannot ſuſpend; in the latter, we 
can. To the Queftion, * Whether we are pag. 46. 
i at Liberty to Will or chuſe one or the o- 
„ther of two or more Objeds” : The An- 
ſwer is ſtill the ſame; in the 2 Senſe of 
the Word, we are not at Liberty; in the 
latter, we are. Nor does it make any Alte- 7g. 44, 
ration in this Caſe, whether the Objects 3. 
propoſed be perfecily alike and indifferent, or 
whether they be unlike and different. For 
if the Underſtanding judges them to be in- 
_ different, it cannot help judging them to be 
indifferent ;, and if it judges them to be dif- 
ferent, it cannot help judging them to be 
different: And yet in either Caſe, the Self- 
moving Faculty retains fully a Phyſical Pow- 
er, or Liberty, of aFually exerting itſelf to- 
wards either of the indifferent, or either of 
the different Objects. Which Liberty of 
acting, with Regard to the indifferent Ob- 
jects, is a moral as well as Phyſical Liberty : 
But with Regard to the Different Objects, 
'tis joyned with that Inclination, which (by 
an uſual Figure of Speech) is ſtiled Moral 
Neceſſity, Which every rational Being does 
B bb 4 — 
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[£24 ] 
ſo much the more conſtantly and regularly 
follow, as the Being is more rational and 
perfect; but which nevertheleſs is as far 
from intrenching in the leaſt Degree upon 
Literal and Phyſical Liberty, as even a per- 


fect Indiſs. erency itſelf. This, 1 ſay, 18 plain- 


ly the true Anſwer to all the foregoing Queſ- 


tlons: Except it be denied, that there is at 
all in Man any Self moving Power ; Which 


ſhall be conſidered preſently in its proper 
Place. Fourthly and laſtly ; as to that which 


pe. 21, This Gentleman calls the Fourth (but which 


and 5 20 


is indeed the Only) Action of Man, vis. 
DOING: as we will, or actually exerting the 
Self. moving Faculty: Of this I fay, as be- 


fore, that ſince in All Caſes it does now by 
Experience Szem to us to be free, that is, Seem 
to us to be really a Self moving Power, exactly 
in the fame Manner as it would do upon Sub- 
paſition of our being actually Free Agents; the 
bare phyſical Poſſibility of our being ſo fra- 
med by the Author of Nature, as to be un- 
avoidably deceived in this Matter by every 


Experience of every Action we perform, is 
no more any juſt Ground to doubt the Truth 


of our Liberty, than the bare natural Poſſi- 


bility of our being all our Jife-time, as in 
a Dream, deceived in our Belief of the Exi/- 
tence of the Material World, is any juſt 


Ground to doubt of the Reality of its Exiſ- 
tence, But this Author goes ſtill further; 
and contends, not only that Experience is no 
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That tis Matter of Experience, that Man is 
ever determined in bis Willing ; That we ex- 
perience perfect Neceſſity : That if we Will 


AGions, unleſs ſome external Impediment hin- 
ders us That Man is ever unevoidably de- 


cumſtances he is in, and CAUSES he is un- 
der, to do That One thing he does, and not 
Poſſibly to do any other: And that They who 
think Liberty a Matter of Experience, yet 
allow that the Will follows the Fudgment of the 
Underſtanding, and thb, when two Objects 
ore preſented to a Man's Choice, he CANNOT 
chooſe the worſt, To all which, I anſwer : 

Firſt; The Experience of a Man's ever 
doing what he judges reaſonable to do, is 
not at all an Experience of his being under 
ny Neceſſity ſo to do. For Concomitancy 
in this Caſe, is no Evidence at all of Phyſi- 
cal Connexion. Upon Suppoſition of perfect 
Liberty, a reaſonable Being would ſtill con- 
lantly do what appeared reaſonable it ſhould 
% And therefore its conſtantly doing ſo, is 
bo Proof at all of its wanting Liberty or a 
'byſecal Power of doing otherwiſe : See above, 
—_ 9 Co; 77 
But Secondly: Either Man has within him- 
at 2 Faculty or Principle of Self. Motion, 
dat is, a Power of Beginning Motion; or he 
"as nat, : £478 
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5. That, on the contrary, Men may ſee by rag. zr; 
Frperience, that they are neceſſary Agents: * and 


any Actions, we find we MUST do thoſe 


termined in every Point of Time, by the Cir- 
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8 4 If be bes within himſelf a Principle or 


Power of Self Motion; then (which is the 
FEſſence of Liberty,) That afive Subſtance, 
in which the Principle of Self. Motion in- 
heres, is it ſelf the only proper, Phyſical, 


and immediate CAUSE of the Motion or | 


Action: For, that any thing ' extrin/ick to 
the Agent, ſhould be the Mover, or Phyſi. 
cal Cauſe of the Se,. Motion, is a Contradic- 
tion in Terms. And if it be ſaid, that Reg. 
fons or Motives are the Cauſes of Action; 


this can be true only in a Figurative Senſe: 


For, to make Reaſons or Motives the Literal 
and Phyſical Cauſe: of Motion or Action, is 
- ſuppoſing abſtract Nations to be Subſtances. 
In like manner; if it be ſaid, a Man MUST 
do thoſe Actions which he Wills, and CAN: 
NOT do otherwiſe ;, this alſo muſt either 
be underſtood in a figurative Senſe only, i 
by the word [Will] be meant merely the 
approbation of the Underſtanding or elle, 


if by the word [Wil] be meant the actual 
exertion of the Self mouing Power, then the 


ſaying a Man MU S I neceſſarily do thoſe 
actions which he Wills, ſignifies nothing more 
than that it is not poſſible for a Man not 7s d. 
à thing at the ſame time that he is Suppoſed tt 
a. RE 
But now, on the other hand, if 
Man bas not within himſelf a Principle « 
Self-motion, or a Power of Beginnimg Motion 
then, being No Agent at all, (notwithſtand 
ing his Perception or Intelligence,) any 1 
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is whally ſeparate from a Senſe or conſcioul- 


C 27 ] 

than a Clock or a Watch; his Motions muſt 
all-be wholly owing to the efficient Impulſe of 
ſome extrinſick Cauſe, and the Motions of 
That to the Efficiency of ſome Other Cauſe ; 
and ſo on; till either at length we arrive at 


ſome. Free Agent, in whom 15 perfect Liber- 


ty; or elſe we muſt go on in infinitum through 
an eternal Chain of dependent Effects with- 
out Any Cauſe at all; Which is Abſurd. 
See above, pag. 6 & 11. es 
The Author concludes this Argument, with 


obſervinz that the Actions of Children and of“ $3, — 


Beaſts, are allowed, by the Greateſt Advo- 


cates of Liberty, to be All neceſſary : And. 


thereupon asks, To what Age do Children 


continue neceſſary Agents, and When do they 


become Free ? I anſwer : If any Advocates 
of Liberty have allowed any ſuch thing, it 
was very weakly done of them. The AFions 


of Children, and the Actions of every living 
Creature, are all of them «ſſentially Free. 


The Mechanical and voluntary Motions of 
their Bodies, ſuch as the Pulſation of the 
Heart, and the like, are indeed all neceſſary ; 
but they are none of them AFions. Every 
AGion, every Motion ariſing from the Self- 
moving Principle, is eſſentially free. The Dif- 
ference, is This only. In Men, this Phys 
cal Liberty is joined with a Senſe or con- 


ſciouſneſs of moral good and evil, and is there- 


fore eminently called Liberty. In Beaſts, the 
ſame Phyſical Liberty or Self-moving Power, 


nels 


. — 


— 
ws . ho * P — ** — 2 a 
—— — — 7 —— — - xr; — — 2 — - 
1 * — . _ — — 
& g 1 f — 1 2 * ( — 
— ; 4 =. _ i " A — — — — wn — ——— 7 a 
— a—d_s 2 — — * 2 — : — 
—— A — FE? — <> * = b 
AXT : 


0” 


56, 


* 4. 
——_— - 
— — — —_— » TS p 


— — 
— 
2 3 * * 


— —— — 
> — _ 


| 


K 
| 

} 

1 


pig. 82. 


4 Gy Agent, is, 


„ 


neſs or capacity of judging of moral good and 
evil; and is vulgarly called Spontaneity. In 
Obildren,” the ſame Phyſical Liberty always 

is from the very Beginning; And in propor- 
he as they increaſe in Age, and in capaci- 
ty of Judging, they grow continually in 


egtee, 


not more Free, but more Moral, 
Agents. | 3 
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"His Second Argument to prove Maris Ne. 
« becauſe all his Actions 
. |, Pave a Beginning For whatever has a Be- 

* Einning, muſt, Pave a Cauſe; And every 
o Cauſe, is 4 Neceſſary . Cauſe.” A- 
gun: If Any Action what ſvever, can be 


done without 4 Cuuſe; then Effects and 


© Cauſes have no neceſſary. relation, and by 


** conſequence we ſhould not be neceſſarily de- 


« rermined in any caſe at all” The Fallacy 
of This Argument, lies in the words, Nece/- 
ſary Cauſe. .*Tis true, that whatever has 4 
Beginning, muſt have a Cauſe. "Tis true al- 
ſo, that every Cauſe is a Neceſſary Cauſe ; 

that is, that every adequate efficient Cauſe, 
when it is ſuppoſed to operate, cannot but 


produce the Effect, of which it is at That 


time an adequate efficient Cauſe. 


But This 


is ſaying nothing more, than that any thing 
muſt needs be, when it is ſuppoſed that it is. 
Which is nothing to the Queſtion about Li- 
berty and Neceſſity. For the Free Self-moving 
4 wer, when it is ſuppeſed to exert itſelf can- 
not 


. | 
not but produce that Motion or Action, of 
which it is at that time the immediate efficient 
Cauſe. If I miſtake not therefore, This Ar- 
gument (in the True Intent and Meaning of 
the Author) is entirely founded upon the 
Suppoſition, that there neither is nor can be in 
Nature any ſuch thing as a Self moving Power 
at all. For, What elſe is the Meaning of 
his affirming, that, if Mans Actions are not 
Neceſſary, (that is, if they be not phyſically 
and | efficiently cauſed by mechanical Impulſe 
of. Matter, which is making them to be mere 
2- I Paſtions and not Actions at all; or by Reaſons 
ry and Motives, which is making Reaſons and 
\- Motives to be phyſical Agents or Subſtances) 
be then „4 thing can have a Beginning, which bas. 57. 
d © Pas no Cauſe; and, Nothing can produce 
by * Something? And when he tells us, that 
e- / Any Action whatſoever can be done With- . 82. 
cy out a Cauſe, then Effects and Cauſes have 
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* no neccęſſary relation, and by conſequence 
7a re (bould not be neceſſarily determined in 


al-“ Any caſe at all; And that, © if in the bas. 82: 
2 WW moſt indifferent things there was not 4 

| ee 3 AY | 

ſe, Cauſe of Choice, but a Choice could 
ut “ be made without a Cauſe, then All Choices 
laat “ might be made without a Cauſe, and we 
his “ ſpould not be neceſſarily determined by the 

72 (0 ” | 
ng. greateſt Evidence to Aſſent to Truth 
What is this, but Swppeſing that there is no 
luch thing in nature as a Self-moving Power; 
and that if every Action and Choice be not as 
neceſſarily determined by ſomething over 
1. on, which 


Pag. 39. 


„ * Cauſes, is an Impdſſibility.” The Argu- 
(Though to the bare Suppoſition, that a Self- 


_ anſwer ;) If there be no ſuch thing in nature, 
as a Self-moving or Adlive Power or Principle 
f beginning Motion, (which is the Eſſence 


poſſibly be, | have ſhown above, pag. 11, 12. 


the appearing Evidence; then an Aion is 


ſelf 2 For, the Argument is Univerſal : And 


ſufficient to oppoſe the contrary Suppo/ition, 


an infinite progreſſion of paſſive Communica- 


= __ 
which the Perſon has No Power, as our 
Aſſent to Tmuth- (which is not at all an Ac. 
tion or a Choice) is neceſſarily determined by 


done abſolutely wichout any Cauſe at all, and 
Nothing can produce Something? What is 
This, I ſay, but Suppoſing (inſtead of proving) 
that there neither is nor can poſſibly be, any 
ſuch thing as Selfmoving or AFive Power, 
not in Man only, but even in no other 
Being whatſoever, no not even in God him. 


the Concluſion alſo is Univerſal: Liberty 
“ (fays he) or 4 Power to act or not to ad, 
« ro do this or another thing under the ſame 


ment therefore ſtanding thus : I anſwer ; 
moving or Active Power is impoſſible, it were 


that ſuch « Power is not impoſſible But | 


of Liberty;) then there is, in the Motions 
of the Univerſe, an infinite progreſſion of 
dependent Effe&s without any Cauſe at all; 


tions, without any Agent, without any thing Ac. 
tive at all in Nature. Which is a manifeſt 
Contradiction; Unleſs Motion could be ne- 
ceſſarily-exiſient ; Which that it cannot 


I can- 


311 


Jeannet omit to take notice here by the 


way, that This Gentleman, in the paſſage ! 59. 


now cited, pleaſantly ſtiles Liberty, not on- 
ly an Impoſſubility, but AT H EIS TIC AI. 
allo ; and contends that Liberty ſtands, 
and can only be grounded, on the abſurd 
Principles of Epicurean Atheiſm,” Mr. 
Leibnit has done the ſame, in his Debate 
with Dr. Clarke, Paper IV, F 18; and Pa- 
per J, g 70. As if Epicurus's ſuppoſing 
Lifeleſs Atoms to be moved by Chance, that 
is, by Cauſes to Him unknown ; was the ſame 
thing as our aſcribing either to God or Man, 
a Principle or Power of Action or of begin- 
ning Motion. 5 | 


The Authors Third Argument againſt Li- III. 
berty, is, that Liberty would not be a Per- + ld 
fection, but an Inperfection; and that to be * 
a Neceſſary Agent, is an Advantage and a 


Perfection. And upon this Argument, he is 
very large. 


He alleges, that Men would be irrationalp u. 63 


Agents, if they had a power of judging o- 
therwiſe than according to appearing evi- 
dence ; And that nothing © can be more ir- 


* rational and inconſiſtent, than to be able to 


* refuſe our Aſſent to what is - evidently true 
to us, and to aſſent to what we ſee to be 
* evidently falſe.” All which, is very right. 
But this Argument is founded on a ridicu- 
lous definition of Liberty; as if a Poxer 

of 


pag. 66. 


pag. 67. 


pag 68. 


Power + 


tis impoſſible for God ever to have created 
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TT” of Acting, implied alſo a Power of Under. 
0 ftanding, as Men pleaſed. 


He ſuppoſes, that a Pour a 55 ical 
Per e e Evil as 2 imp 
being « indifferent to Good and Evil”: e, | 
* different to what cauſes pleaſure or Dain 
. © indifferens to al Objects, and ſwayed by 
© ns Motives.” "Which is ſuppoling, thit 


a things are naturally poſſzble for 


Man to do; he has an equal inclination to do, 


He urges, that Liberty would be an Im. 


perfection; becauſe tis an Imperfection, to 
be capable of chuſmng Miſery. 
fame Argument, Exi/tence or Life, in all Be- 
1ngs except God Almighty, is an Imperfecti- 


And, by the 


on ; becauſe it ſubjects them to a Poſſibility 
of Pain and Uneaſmeſs.s Allo Virtue. and 


Moral Goodneſs will, for the ſame reaſon, be 
imperfections; becauſe they eſſentially include 


a Phyfical Potver of doing what is Evil. And 
even in the Divine Noture ſer it would be 

a contradiction to ſuppoſe any Moral perfecti- 
on, if God was under the ſame phyſical ne- 
ceſſity of doing all the good he does, as he is 


of being Omnipreſent and Omniſcient. © 


He argues, that “ 4 Power to will or chi 


at the ſame time any one out of two of more 
< indifferent things, would be no perfection 
becauſe, if the things were © really Indi 
« ferent, there could be no Benefit ar1- 
ſing from the Choice. 


This is the ſame Ar- 
gamen, by which Mr. Leibnits proved that 


any 


EE LS - 
my eo pieces of Matter exa@ly alike, be- 
cauſe, whatever Situation he placed them in, 
there could be no Benefit in their not being 
tranſpoſed. GOOG 
He inſiſts, that this © arbitrary faculty pag. 2.60, 
* mould ſubject a Man to more wrong Choices,” 73. 
to © more Miſtakes, than Man conſider- 
* ed as a Neceſſary Being,” [as a Neceſſary 
Agent, he means ; ] © determined in his Choice. 
That is to ſay : The Power of Chooſing, ſub- 
jets a Man to make more wrong Choices, than 
if he had no Power of Chooſing at all. Which 
is undoubtedly true. But if the Power of 
Choofing, be an imperfection; then Life and 
Activity, which eſſentially involve a Power of 
Chooſing, are imperfections likewiſe; and a 
Stone is a more per fed Creature than a Man. 
He asks, concerning the Perfection of God; 
can any thing be perfect, that is not Neceſſa- 
e rily per fett? That is to ſay; If God 
be neceſſarily indued with perfect Liberty, 
then, by reaſon of That neceſſity, he cannot 
be indued with any Liberty at all. e | 
Again: Is it not a Perfection in God, Ne bis. Ja, 
* cefſarily to Know all Truth, and to be ne- 
* cefſarily Happy”? I anſwer : Yes; Becauſe 
Knowledge and Happineſs are neither of them 
AFions. WI, TT. 
Again: Is it not alſo a Perfection in him, pas. 74. 
* to Will and Do ALV ATS what is Beſte © 
Fanſwer; Les: But not to Do ſo by a Phy- 
ical Neceſſity , becauſe That is not a Perfec- 
tion, but a Contradiction in Terms, Whate- 
ney Gee | ver 
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ver is phyſically neceſſary, is No Aion, nei- 
ther in God, nor in any other Being. 

le cites, with Great Satisfaction, certain 
Weak Expreſſions of Some very Learned and 
Eminent Men, concerning a// things being 
in their own nature indifferent ; and becom- 
ing Good, only by God's Willing them : Alfo 
concerning infinite Perfection excluding Suc- 
ceſſrve Thougbts in God : And that the Eſſence 


of God is one perfect Thought: And that tho 
is 


Tranſient Acts are done in @ Succeſſion of 
Time, yet his Immanent Acts, his Knowledge 


and bis Decrees, are One with bis Eſſence : 
And that the Immanent Acts of God being ſup- 
poſed Free, tis not eaſy to imagine how they 
ſhould be One with the divine Eſſence, to which 
| Neceſſary Exiſtence does moſt certainly belong: 


And that if the Immanent Acts of God are ne- 
ceſſary, then the Tranſient muſt be ſo likewiſe, 
as being the certain effeFs of hishmmanent Acta. 


And that thus a Chain of neceſſary Fate muſt 


run through the whole Order of things; and 
God himſelf then is no Free Being. All which, 
and many other the like Citations, are no- 


thing at all to the Purpoſe : Proving no- 


thing, but only ſhowing the pernicious Ef- 


feets of Scholaſtick Jargon, which has ſome- 


pag. 78, 


&. have Liberty; and that Angels are more per- 


times impoſed ſo far even upon very Learned 


and Good Men, as to make them think that 


More Knowledge is conveyed into the Mind 
by words that have no Signification, than by 


mere inarticulate Sounds. 
He alleges, that Saints in Heaven ceaſe 79 


fe 


E 


ſed than Men, becauſe they are neceſſarily de- 


— and Falſhood, and to chuſe right in Relation 
0 to Good and Evil. 1 anſwer ; Neither Saints, 

5 nor Angels, nor God hiniſelf, have in any 
m- 


degree the leſs Liberty, upon account of the 
Perfection of their Nature: Becauſe, between 
the phyſical Power of AFion, and the Perfeò- 


of two things This Author conſtantly confounds,) 


ſup- ſeal neceſſity of Nature; in which phyſical 

neceſſity, all notion of Action is neceſſarily 
bie excluded : , But Doing what is good, is 
wholly owing to an Active Principle, in 


iſe Liberty. Nor is it any thing to the pur- 
7 poſe, that, in a perfect Being, Doing right is 
muſt Always concomitant with, or conſequent upon 5 
Judging right; unleſs it was a Conſequence 


8 in the way of Phyſical connexion betwen Cauſe 
no. ind Efes. Which that it is not, and can- 
no. r be, I have ſhown above, (pag. 95) both 


from the Nature of the thing, and from the 
Inſtance of a Promiſe made by a Perfe# Be- 


performance, and yet, being à mere Abffract, 
lind Nennot be itſelf a phyſical or immediate effi- 
tient Cauſe of Action. A proper phyſical effi- 
ciency might as well, and with as much truth, 
ſz to de aſcribed to Final Cauſes, which every one 
per- knows to be nothing but Abſtract Conſidera- 


fed || GEE tions; 


lermined to judge right in relation to Truth | 


% in of Judgment which is not Action, (which 


there is no Connexion. God judges what is 


right, and approves what is Good, by a phy- 


which is eſſentially included the notion of 


ing, which is 4 L V AT S followed with 
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tions; as it is by This Author aſcribed to 
Moral Cauſes, to Reaſons, Arguments, Judg- 


- % 1 


ment, and the like. 


- 


All that follows upon This Head, is no- 
| 15 70 thing but Repetitions of the ſame groundleſs 


Notions : That Man would be more perf 
than he is, if he were indued with only Paſ- 


ue and Perceptive Faculties, without any 


proper Aﬀive Powers : That if Man was not 


. 


4 Neceſſary Agent, then he would be INDIF.- 


6 £ 


FERENT both to Propoſitions and Objects; 


he could be convinced upon no Principles; all 


Reaſonings would be of noUſe to him; he might 
reject what appears True to him, and aſſent to 
hat appears abſurd to him; and all his 
Motions, would depend upon Chance: Laſt- 
ly, that if a Man's Actions were not Neæceſſa- 
ry, then there would not be a Caufe of Choice, 
but 2 Choice could be made without a Cauſe, 
and All Choices could be made without a Cauſe, 
and we ſhould not be neceſſarily determined by 


the greateſt Evidence to Aſſent to Truth, &c. 
Than all which Allertions, nothing can be 


more abſurd ; They being all built entirely 


upon ſuch Suppoſitions as theſe ; that there 


is no Middle between Neceſſity and Abſolute 


Indifferency , that Perception of Truth, is a8 
much an Aion, as Doing what is right; and 
that either Neceſſity or Nothing, is the effici- 


ent Cauſe of all Choice and Action: As if 
there could not poſlibly be any ſuch thing in 


Nature, either in Man or in Any Other Being. 
_ Whatloever, as 2 Power or Principle of begin-. 


ning 


egin- 
Ning 


W 
79) 
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ning Motion. Concerning which Matter, ſee 
above, pag. 30. 


” fy 


His Fourth Argument a iult Liber ty, is, IV, 

that tis inconſiſtent with the Divine Preſci- © 

cience : For if God foreknows the exiſtence. 82,84- 

„of any thing, as it depends on its Own 

* Cauſes ; That exiſtence is no leſs neceſſary, 

« than if it was the Effe& of his Decree : 

For it no leſs implies a Contradiction, that 

« Cauſes ſhould not produce their Effects i 

* than that an Event ſhould not come to pals, 

* which is decreed by God. Ihe Fallacy 

of which Argument, ariſes merely from a 

Narrowneſs or Defe& in Language ; The 

word Preſcience being uſed to ſignifie Two di- 

ſtinct Attributes or Per fections of the Divine 

Nature, which, though vulgarly called by 

the Same common Name, are yet as really 

and truly different from each other, as an 

other two Attributes whatſoever. This will 

appear by conſidering, that the only means 

we have of framing to our ſelves any true 

Notion of the Divine Perfections, is, by way 

of Analogy ; inlarging in our Ideas, to an in- 

finite Degree, every kind of Perfection which 

we obſerve in Finite Intelligent Beings. = 

Now One fort of Perfection is, Knowledge. L 1 

And Knowledge, in Men, ſignifies Three di- 4 

ſtinct Things. A Man who never was in 1 | 

France, KNOWS that there is ſuch a Place as, We 

Paris : And here the word, Knowledge, means [| 

nothing but a firm Belief, founded upon un- 1 
Cera ©  queſtionablg 
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queſtionable Evidence. A Man I NO VS, 
that the three Angles of a Triangle are equal 
to two right ones: Here the word, Knowledge, 
ſignifies Ss tence, or the Perception of a Truth 
which 1s neceſſary in its own Nature, A Man 
KNOWS, that a very Covetous Perlon, whoſe 
Temper he is perfectly acquainted with, will 
certainly accept a very gainful Propoſal when 
laid before him: And here the word, Anow- 
ledge, means nothing but right and good 
Fudging. Now, to apply this to the preſent 
Argument: The former of theſe three ſorts 
of Anowledge, can in no caſe, and in no degree 
whatſaever, have any place in God; hecauſe 
it eſſentially includes, in its very Notion, a 
finiteneſi or limitation of Preſence. But the 
econd fort of Knowledge, the Science or Per- 
ception of neceſſary Truths, is, in God, juſt 
as much mare extenſive and perfe# than in 
Man, as his infinite nature is more perfect than 
our finite. The Third ſort of Knowledge allo, 
the Tudging rightly concerning Truths which 
depend not on neceſſary but on Free Cauſes, is, 
in Gg, juſt as much more extenſive and more 
infallible than in Man, as the Divine Nature 


abd Vnderftanding is Superiour to Ours, Ne- 


vertheleſs, in God, theſe Iwo Perfections, 


each of them infinite in their Degree, are yet 


in their Kind as truly di ſtinct from each o- 
ther, as Our narrgw Science of Neceſſary 
Truths, and our fallible udgment of Contin- 
gent Trutbs, are things very different from 


each other. And Ge infallible Judgment 


fer ning Contingent Truths, does no more 


alter 


bo * 99 * 2 ; * 
rh 8 
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alter the nature of the things, and cauſe them 
to be neceſſary ;, than Our judging right at any 
time concerning a contingent Truth, makes it 
ceaſe to be contingent ; or than Our Science 
F a 7 57 Truth, is any Cauſe of its being 
either True or Preſent» Here therefore lies 
the Fallacy of our Author's Argument. Be- 
cauſe from God's foreknowing the exiſtence 
of things depending on a Chain of nece{fary 

Cauſes,” (which is ſtiled Preſcience,) it follows 
that the exiſtence of the things muſt needs 
be neceſſary, it being a contradiction that ne- 


ceſſary Cauſes ſhould not produce their Effects: 


Therefore from God's Fudging infallibly con- 
eerning things which depend not on neceſſary 
but on free Cauſes, (which Attribute, tho' 
totally of a different kind from the other, is 
yet uſually ſtiled by the general name of 
Preſcience ;) he concludes that theſe things 
alſo, contrary to the Suppoſition, depend not 
upon Free, but upon Neceſſary Cauſes. Con- 
trary, I ſay, to the Suppoſition in the Argu- 
ment: For in the Argument drawn againſt. 
Liberty from the Divine Preſcience, it muſt 
not be firſt Syppoſed that things are in their 
own Nature neceſſary ;, but from the Divine 
Preſcience, or power of Judging infallibly 
concerning Free Events, it muſt be proved 
that things otherwiſe ſuppoſed free, will there. 
by unavoidably become neceſſary. Which 
can no more be proved, than it can be proved 
that an Action ſuppoſed at this preſent time 
to be free, is yet (contrary to the Suppoſiti- 

5 __Ceegq on) 
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esd at the ſame time nereſſury, becauſe in all 
; time irre en Tha or not 13 


e Fifth 4 Nee 18 48 follows. K I 


” 70% Man Was not 4 Neceſſary Agent, determined 
e by Pleaſure and Pain; there would be no 

« - Foundation for Rewards and Puniſbme nta. 

Pu. 96, eee * would be uſeleſs, unleſs Men 
Fe. were neceſſary Agents, and were determined 

6b * by Pleaſure ': bY Pain: 5 becauſe, if Men 
were Free or Indifferent to Pleaſure and 

« Pain, Pain could be no Motive to cauſe Men 

< 0 obſerve the Law.” This Argument S- 
poſes, that whatſoever has in itſelf a Pomer 

of Self-motion or Aion, cannot poſſibly have 

Any Regard at all to Reaſons or. Motives of 
Action ; And that an Indiferency as to Power, 
(that 1 is, an equal phyſical Power either of gc- 

ting or of forbearing to Act „) and an Indif 
Ferency as to Inclination, (that is, an equal 
Aghrobation or Liking of one Obje& or of the 
contrary: is One and the ſame thing. Than 
which; Hothng: can be more evidently 


4 Werd 


VI. His Kit and Laſt Argument, 1 
Meg nt . . not a ee Agent, determin: 


& of 


port his own. Government. 
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' od by Pleaſure and Pain; he would have 


* yo Notion of Morality, or Motive to prac- 


* riſe it.” If © be was Indifferent to plea- 
6c ſure and pain, he would have No. Rule 40 £0 
* by, and might never judge, will, and prac- 
* tiſe Right,” This Argument, is merely 


pag. 90. 


to make up the Number; being the very ſame 


with the foregoing. 


Ihe remaining part of his Book, is taken 
up in anſwering ObjeFions, The Chief 
of which, is; that Puniſhments would be 
uſeleſs and unjuſt, if Men were not Free A- 
gents, To which he anſwers; that Puniſb- 
mente, or the Fears of Puniſhment, have the 
ſame effect upon intelligent neceſſary Agents, 
to determine their Actions towards the Pub- 
lick Good; as Weights have upon a Clock, to 
make it go right. But how much ſoever 
political Ends may ſometimes poſſibly be ſer- 


ved, by doing great Injuries to Innocent Per- 


ſons, ſuch as neceſſary Agents cannot but be; 
Fuſtice and Injuſtice, all 
Right and Wrong with regard to particular 


yet all Perſonal 


Perſons, is hereby totally taken away. And 


though Weak and Frail Men may fall under 


Neceſſities of doing great Hardſvips to parti- 
cular Perſons, when there is no other poſſible 
way of ſecuring the Publick Safety; yet 
God Almighty, we are ſure, can never be re- 
duced to any ſuch Dire ſœ, in order to ſup- 
| And therefore, 
if there be no ſuch thing as Free 


Agents, | 
| 2 and by 
8 
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and conſequently no ſuch thing as Perſonal 


Merit or Demerit ; God, to be ſure, can 
never either reward or puniſh any Creature; 
(Puniſhment, at leaſt, he can never poſlibly 


infi& ;) becauſe it muſt neceſſarily be al- 


' ways unjuſt, And thus this Author's Opini- 


on abſolutely takes away all Foundation of 
Religion. TEM 5 

But becauſe anſwering Objections of his 
own raiſing, (if he were never ſo able to do 
it,) is nothing to the purpoſe : I ſhall briefly 


draw up for him the Sum of what has been 


faid, into One Objection; To which if he 
can give a clear and diſtin& Anſwer, after the 


manner of one who ſincerely ſeeks after the 
Truth, and not in a looſe and ambiguous 


Uſe of Words of uncertain Signification ; 
this whole Matter may then poſſibly deſerve 
to be reconſidered. e 


Man, either has within himſelf a Princi- 
ple of Action, properly ſpeaking ; that is, a 
Self-moving Faculty, a Principle or Power of 


beginning Motion : Or he has not. 
If he has within himſelf ſuch a Principle; 


then he is a Free, and not a Neceſſary Agent. 
For every Neceſſary Agent is moved neceſſari- 


:» by fomething elſe ; and then That which 


moves it, not the thing it ſelf which is moved, 


is the True and Only Cauſe of the Action. 
That any Other thing operating upon an A- 
gent, ſhould efficiently and neceſſarily produce 
Self-motion in That Agent; is a direct Contr a- 


didbien in Terms. if 


If the Reaſons or Motives upon which a 


If Man bas not within himſelf a Principle 


or Power of —_— then every Motion 


and AFion of Man, is ſtrictly and properly 
produced by the efficiency of ſome extrinſick 
Cauſe : Which Cauſe, muſt be either what we 


uſually call the Morive or Reaſon,upon which 
a Man acts; or elſe it muſt be ſome inſenſible 


Subtle Matter, or ſome other Being or Sub- 
flance making an Impreſſion upon him. 


Man acts, be the immediate and efficient Cauſe 


of the Adlion : then either ab/ftra# Notions, 


ſuch as all Reaſons and Motives are, have a 
real Subſiſtence, that is, are themſelves Sub- 
ſtances ;, or elle That which has ji omg real 
Subſsſtence, can put a Body into Motion Ei- 
ther of which, is manifeſtly abſurd. 


If inſenſible Subtle Matter, or any other 
Being or Subſtance, coontinually making impreſ- 


ſion upon a Man, be the immediate and effics- 
cient Cauſe of his acting; then the Motion of 


That Subile Matter or Subſtance, muſt be L 
cauſed by ſome Other Subſtance, and the 


Motion ot That by ſome Other, till at laſt we 
arrive at a Free Agent: And then Liberty 
is a pofable thing: And then Man poſſibly 
may have Liberty: And if he may poſfbly 
have it, then Experience will prove that he 
probably, nay, that he certainly has it. 

If we Never arriye at Any Free Cauſe : 
Then there is either in inſinitum a Progreſſion 
of Motions without any Mover, of Effects 
without apy Cavſe, of things aFeq without 


any 
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iv any Agent; Which is à manifeſt Contra- F 
I den Orelle Morioy exiſts neee/arih of 0 
1 | . Motion exiſts neceſſarily of itſelf ; it Hy 
f muſt be either with a Determination every OE 
| way, or one certain way: If with a Determi- K 
nat ion every way, This is no Motion at all : If N 
vith a Determination one certain way,thenThat D; 
iN Determination is either neceſſary, and conſe- 5 
1 quently al other Determinations impoſſible ; il oy 
| which is contrary to experience; Or elſe * 

there muſt be a particular Reaſon of That 

| determination, and ſo backwards in infinitum ; 

which comes to the forementionedAbſurdity, 

of Effe#s exiſting without Any Cauſe. 

J cannot make an End, without earneſtly 

deſiring this Author ſeriouſſy to conſider 

with himſelf, What it is that he has all this 

time been pleading for. For though it 

might be ſuppoſed poſſible, that, among 

Neceſſary Agents, a ſort of a Machine of 

Government might be carried on, by ſuch 

_ Weights and Springs of Rewards and Puniſh- 

ments, as Clocks and Watches (ſuppoſing them 

to feel what is done to them) are rewarded and 

puniſhed withal ; yet in truth and reality, ac- 
cording to This Suppoſition, there 1s nothing 
intrinſically good or evil, there is nothing per- 1 
ſonally juſt or unjuſt , there is no Bebaviour of 155 
rational Creatures in any degree acceptable or 4 ; 
unacceptable to God Almighty.” Conſider the 5 
Conſequence of This. Superſtition and Bi- pO 
ee —: gre 
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pottry, (things very mechanical, as well as 


very miſchievous to Mankind,) can never be 


rooted. out, but by perſuading Men. to look 
upon themſelves, as rational Creatures, and 
to implant in their Minds rational Notions of 
Religion Religion there can be None, with- 
out 2 Moral Difference of Things : A moral 
Difference: of things there cannot. be, where 


4 » 


there is no place for Action: And AGion 
there can be none, without Liberty, 
A Free and Impartial Inquiry after Truth, 
where-ever it is to be found, is indeed a No- 
ble and moſt Commendable Diſpoſition: A 
Diſpoſition, which every Man ought himſelf 
to labour after, and to the utmoſt of his 
Power incourage in all Others: Tis the 
Great Foundation of all uſeful Knowledge, 
of all true Virtue, and of all ſincere Religi- 
on. But when a, Man in his Searches into 
the Nature of Ting, finds his Inquiries 


leading him towards fuch Notions, as, if 


they ſhould prove true, would manifeſtly 
ſubvert the very E/ences of Good and Evil; 
The Left that a Sober-minded Man can in 
ſuch a caſe poſſibly be ſuppoſed to owe: to 
God, to Virtue, to the Dignity of a ra- 
tional nature, 1s, that he ought to be in the 
higheſt degree fearful and ſuſpicious of 
himſelf, leaſt he be led away by Any Preju- 
dice, leaſt he be deceived by any erroneous 
Argument, leaſt he ſuffer himſelf to be im- 
poled upon by any wrong Inclination. Too, 
great an Aſſurance in Arguments of This 

Nature, 
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Nature, (even though at preſent they ſeem- 
ed to him to be Demonſtrations;) Rejoicing in 
the Strength of them, and taking pleaſure in 
the carrying of ſuch a Cauſe ; is what a Good 
Mind can never be capable of. To ſuch a 


Perſon, the finding his own Arguments un- 


anſterable, would be the greateſt Grief - 
Triumphing in ſo melancholly a Field, would 


afing, 


be the higheſt . and nothing 
2 


could afford ſo p -fo agreeable a diſ* 


appointment, as to find his own Reaſonings 
ſhown to be inconcluſibve. „ 


1 ſhall ſuggeſt to this Author's Confidera- 


tion, only one thing further: That All 
ſincere Lovers of Truth and Liberty, of 
free and. 1mpartial Examination, are under 
the higheſt Obligations in reaſon and Con- 
ſcience, always to make uſe of That Free- 


dom which we ſo greatly eſteem and fo 


juſtly boaſt of, in ſuch a manner only, as 


may give no occafion to Stiperſtitious Men 


and Lovers of Darkneſs, to endeavour to 


retrench That Liberty of inquiring after 
Truth, upon which All valuable Knowledge 
and all true Religion Eflentially depends, 
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BOOKS Written by thc Reverend 
Dr Clarke; And Printed for James 


 Knapton, at the Crown in St Pauls 
Church. Tard. | 


— ; X 


A Diſcourſe concerning the Being and Attributes of 

4 God, the Obligations of Natural Religion, and 
the Truth and Certainty of the Chriſtian Revelation. lu 
Anfwer to Mr Hobbs, Spinoza, the Author of the Oracles 
1 Reaſon, and other Deniers of Natural and Revealed 
Religion. Being ſixteen Sermons Preach d at the Cathe- 
dral Church of St Paul, in the Years 1704 and 1705, at 
the Lecture Founded by the Honourable Robert Boyl, Eſq; 
The Fourth Edition, corrected. There are added in this 
Edition, ſeveral Letters to Dr Clarke from a Gentleman 
in Gloceſterſhire, relating to the firſt Volume; with the 
CW... N | 
A Paraphraſe on the four Evangelifts, Wherein, for 
the clearer Underſtanding the Sacred Hiflory, the whole 
Text and Paraphraſe are Printed in ſeparate Columns over- 
againſt each other. Together with critical Notes on the 
more difficult Paſſages. Very uſeful for Families. In 

two Volumes. The 2d. Edition, 890. pr. 12% 

Three Practical Eſſays on Baptiſm, e e an! 
Repentance : Containing full Inſtructions for a holy Life, 
with earneſt Exhortations, eſpeQally to young Perſons, 
drawn from the Conſideration of the Severity of the Dit- 
cipline of the Primitive Church. The Third Edition. 
This new Edition makes 11 Sheets in Twelves, on good 

Paper, and a fair Letter, Pr. 1 5. and for the Encourage- 
ment of the Charitable, 116 for 5/7. bound. | 
A Letter to Mr Dodwell; wherein all the Arguments 
in his Epiſtoſary Diſcourſe againſt the Immortality of Fe 
3 $0:21, 
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Writings of the Primitive Fathers and the Canon of the 


Sermon'preach' d before the Queen, at St James 8 Chapel, 
1 | 
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Soul, are baden 1 and the Jud ment of the 
Fathers concerning that Matter truly repreſented: . To. 

with Foxy Letters in Anſtwer to the Author of Re- 
marks on the Letter to Mr Dodwell. To which is added, 
ſome Reflections on that part of a Book call d Amyntor, 
or, the Defenſe of Mz/tor's Life, which relates to the 


New Teſtament: pr. 55. 
The great Duty of univerſal Love. ht Charity. A 


A Sermon preach! Fl at the Lady cook 8. Funeral, pr. I d. 
A Sermon preach d before the Houſe of Commons pr. 2d. 
A Sermon preach d before the Queen on the Sch of 


March, 1709-19. pr. 2d. 


A Sermon preachd at OF "Famer 8 Church on the 
Thankſgiving Day, Non. 7th, 171. pr. 3 d. 
De Government of Paſſion. A Sermon preach 4 before 
the Queenat'St Jamess hapel. pr. 3 4. 1 8 

' Jacobi Rohauſti Phyſica. Latte vertit, reſenſuit, & 
uberioribus jam Anngtationibus ex illuſtriſſimi Iſaaci New- 


toni Pliloſophia maximam partem hauſtis, amplificavit 


& ornavit S. Clarke. Accedunt etiam in hac tertia Edi- 
tione, novæ aliquot Tabulæ æri inciſe; & Annotationes 

multum ſunt auctæ, 8. price 85. 
4; ſ. Newtont Oprice. Latins reddidit §. Clarke, 8. T. P. 
he Scripture- Doctrine ot the Trinity. In three Parts. 


Wherein 41 the Texts in the New Teſtament relating to 
that Doctrine, and the Principal Paſſages in the Liturgy of 
the Church of England , 2 are collected, compared, and 


explain d. pr. 65. 

A Letter to the Reverend Dr Wells, Rector of coteſ⸗ 
nia in Leiceſterſbirs. In Anſwer to his Remarks, O. 

n 

A Reply to the Obedtions'of Robert Nelſon Ef; and 
of an Anonymous Author, againſt Dr Clarke's Scri pture- 
Doctrine of the Trinity ; being a Commentary upon For- 
ty ſelect Texts of Scripture. To which is added, an An- 
ſwer to the Remarks of the Author of ſome Conſiderati- 
ons concerning the Trinity, and the Ways of Managing 


that Controverſy, in 8 o. pr + 5. 
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